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　「幸福論」第二話者はストア派すなわち「活動し徳のある人間 the man of action 
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（ 1） ヒュームの著作の扱いだが、『道徳・政治・文学論集 Essays, Moral, Political, and 
Literary』は Miller 版を参照した。引用、参照のさい略号 Essays を用い、頁数で表記。
訳は筆者のものだが、訳出のさい適宜田中訳を参照した。   
『人間本性論 A Treatise of Human Nature』（『本性論』）は Norton 版から訳出、引用した。
引用、参照のさい略号 Tを用い、Norton版の巻号、章、節、段落番号の順番で示す。
訳は筆者のものだが、訳出のさい適宜大槻訳、石川・中釡・伊勢訳を参照した。 
『人間知性研究 An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding』は Beauchamp 版を参照
した。引用、参照のさい、略号 EHU を用い、Beauchamp 版の節、段落番号で表記。
訳は筆者のものだが、訳出のさい適宜斎藤・一ノ瀬訳、神野・中才訳を参照した。 
『道徳原理探究 An Enquiry Concerning the Principles of Morals』は Beauchamp 版を参照





（ 3） Harris [2009], 161.
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（ 4） Wood [1993]
（ 5） Sher [1985]
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れている。（Stewart [1991], Moore [2002]）
（ 7） The Letters of David Hume, ed. J. Y. T. Greig, 2vols (Oxford, 1932), vol.1, 14.
（ 8） ibid.
（ 9） Letters, vol.1, 16.
（10） Moore [1994]
（11） Robertson [2005], Turco [2007]
（12） Norton [2005]
（13） Harris [2009], 164.
（14） Moore [2007]
（15） Harris [2009], 164.
（16） Ibid.
（17） Harris [2009]
（18） Green and Grose, 3.41.
（19） Green and Grose, 3.46. cf. Essay, 138; title, n.1
（20） ステュワートの指摘によれば、ヒュームの描写するエピクロス主義の考えは、シド
ニー・スミスの天国の観念に幾分か似ているとされる（Stewart [1991], 279.）。
（21） Stewart [1991], 281.
（22） Immerwahr [1989], 314.
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（32） Walker [2013], 879.
（33） Walker [2013], 880.
（34） ibid.
（35） Walker [2013], 881.






いるように私には思われる。」（Cicero [1914/1933] IV.ix.23, 326-327／『キケロー選集　
10』, 229.）
（38） Walker [2013], 890.
（39） Walker [2013], 891.
（40） Heydt [2007]

















（45） Wilson [2008], 178-179. see also Wilson [2009], 278-280.
（46） Wilson [2008], 188.
（47） ibid.









Abramson, K. (2007) ‘Hume’s Distinction between Philosophical Anatomy and Painting’. Philosophy 
Compass 2, no. 5, pp. 680-98.
Cicero. (1914/1933) On Ends, translated by H. Rackham, second edition, Loeb Classical Library. 
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.［キケロー、マルクス・トゥリウス（永田康昭・
兼利琢也・岩崎務訳）『キケロー選集』第10分冊「善と悪の究極について」岩波書店、
2000年。］
Greig, J. Y. T. (ed.) (1932) The Letters of David Hume, 2 vols., Oxford: Clarendon Press.
Fogelin, R. (1985) Hume’s Skepticism in the Treatise of Human Nature, London: Routledge.
Harris, James. (2007) ‘Hume’s Four Essays on Happiness and their Place in the Move from Morals to 
Politics’, in Emilio Mazza and Emanuele Ronchetti (eds.), New Essays on David Hume. 
Milano: FrancoAngeli, pp. 223-36.
─. (2009) ‘The Epicurean in Hume’, in Leddy, Neven and Lifschitz, Avi S. (eds.), Epicurus 
in the Enlightenment, SVEC 12. Oxford: Voltaire Foundation, pp. 161-81.
Heydt, C. (2007) ‘Relations of Literary Form and Philosophical Purpose in Hume’s Four Essays on 
Happiness.’ Hume Studies 33, no. 1, pp. 3-19.
31ヒュームの「幸福についての四論文」──古代ヘレニズム思想との対話──
Hume, David. (1739-1740) A Treatise of Human Nature. Norton, D. F., Norton, M. J. (eds.), Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2000.［デイヴィッド・ヒューム（大槻春彦訳）『人性論』（四）
「道徳に就いて」、岩波文庫、1948─1952年；デイヴィッド・ヒューム（石川徹、中釡
浩一、伊勢俊彦訳）『人間本性論　第 3巻　道徳について』法政大学出版局、2012年。］




─ . An Enquiry concerning the Principle of Morals, Beauchamp, Tom L. (ed.), Oxford: 
Clarendon Press, 1998.［D・ヒューム（渡部俊明訳）『道徳原理の研究』晢書房、1993年。］
─. Essays Moral, Political, and Literary, Eugene F. Miller (ed.), revised edition, Indianapolis: 
Liberty Fund, 1987.［デイヴィッド・ヒューム（田中敏弘訳）『道徳・政治・文学論集』
名古屋大学出版会、2011年。］
Immerwahr, John.(1989) ‘Hume’s Essays on Happiness’. Hume Studies 15, pp. 307-24.
Long, A. A. (1974/1986) Hellenistic Philosophy: Stoics, Epicureans, Sceptics, second edition in 1986. 
Berkeley and Los Angels: University of California Press.［A・A・ロング（金山弥平訳）『ヘ
レニズム哲学』京都大学学術出版会、2003年。］
Long, A. A. and Sedley D. N. (eds.) (1987) The Hellenistic Philosophers, 2vols., Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press.
Loptson, Peter. (2012) ‘Hume and Ancient Philosophy’. British Journal for the History of Philosophy, 
20:4, pp. 741-72.
Martin, M. (1992) ‘Hume on Human Excellence’. Hume Studies 18, no. 2, pp. 383-99.
─. (1994) ‘Hume as Classical Moralist’. International Philosophical Quarterly 34, no. 3, pp. 
323-34.
Moore, James. (1994) ‘Hume and Hutcheson’, in M. A. Stewart and John P. Wright (eds.), Hume and 
Hume’s Connexions. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, pp. 23-57.
─ . (2007) ‘The Eclectic Stoic, the Mitigated Skeptic’, in Emilio Mazza and Emanuele 
Ronchetti (eds.), New Essays on David Hume. Milano: FrancoAngeli, pp. 133-69.
Norton, David F. (2005) ‘Hume and Hutcheson: The Question of Influence’, in Daniel Garber and 
Steven Nadler (eds.), Oxford Studies in Early Modern Philosophy, vol. 2., Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, pp. 211-56.
Potkay, A. (2000) The Passion for Happiness: Samuel Johnson and David Hume. Ithaca: Cornell 
University Press.
32
Robertson, John. (2005) The Case for the Enlightenment: Scotland and Naples 1680-1760, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Sher, Richard B. (1985) Church and university in the Scottish Enlightenment: The Moderate Literati 
of Edinburgh. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Unviersity Press.
Stewart, M. A. (1991) ‘Stoic Legacy in the Early Scottish Enlightenment’, in Margaret Osler (ed.), 
Atoms, Pneuma, and Tranquillity: Epicurean and Stoic Themes in European Thought. 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 273-96.
─. (2002) ‘Two Species of Philosphy: The Historical Significance of the First Enquiry’, in 
Reading Hume on Human Understanding, Peter Millican (ed.), Oxford: Clarendon Press, pp. 
86-95.
Turco, Luigi. (2007) ‘Hutcheson and Hume in a Recent Polemic’, in Emilio Mazza and Emanuele 
Ronchetti (eds.), New Essays on David Hume. Milano: FrancoAngeli, pp. 171-98.
Walker, Matthew. (2013) ‘Reconciling the Stoic and the Sceptic: Hume on Philosophy as a Way of 
Life and The Plurality of Happy Lives’. British Journal for the History of Philosophy, 21:5, 
pp. 879-901.
Wilson, Catherine. (2008) Epicureanism at the Origins of Modernity, Oxford: Clarendon Press.
─. (2009) ‘Epicureanism in early modern philosophy,’ in James Warren (ed.) Cambridge 
Companion to Epicureanism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. pp. 266-86.
Wood, Paul. (1993) The Aberdeen Enlightenment: the arts curricleum in the eighteenth century, 





Hume’s ‘Four Essays on Happiness’: 
A Dialogue with Ancient Hellenistic Philosophy
KOHATA, Atsushi
 This paper aims to analyze Hume’s four essays on happiness in Essays Morals, 
Political, and Literary. The titles of these four essays are named after the ancient 
philosophical schools, ‘The Epicurean’, ‘The Stoic’, ‘The Platonist’, and ‘The Sceptic’. 
They focus on the condition of human happiness. This paper considers the relationship 
between Hume and ancient Hellenistic philosophy through the analysis of these essays.
 First, as a background, in the eighteenth-century British intellectual milieu, 
philosophers were apt to call their positions or those of their opponents by the name of 
ancient Hellenistic schools. In this context, Hume tends to show his antipathy to the Stoic 
school, and so he is generally thought to be an Epicurean, while his ancestor and rival 
Francis Hutcheson brought a kind of ‘Christian Stoicism’ into fashion. This paper treats 
the problem whether Hume spoke for Epicureanism when analyzing Hume’s essays 
named after ancient Hellenistic schools.
 The composition of four essays on happiness takes a form of the first-person 
monologue in personification. Hume recommends readers to read them together, and so 
these essays can be read as a sort of dialogue among personified speakers.
 So far, it seemed to be thought that Hume speaks for the Sceptic because this essay 
is longest and has a different way of speaking than the other three essays. However, 
Hume presents the way of tranquilization of our passions in our reading texts by placing 
opposite characters in proper contrast. Followed this way, Hume’s four essays should be 
read in a dialogic way, in other words, the exercise of contrasting these opposite 
34
characters from a comprehensive viewpoint. 
 As an example, Matthew Walker tried to reconcile the Stoic and the Sceptic by his 
exact reading of Hume’s essays. According to him, Hume accepts both views partially, 
because his ‘sceptical’ pluralism about the character of the happiest life does not conflict 
with his advocacy of the supreme happiness of the true philosopher. In the same way, this 
paper showed that Hume does not completely speak for the Epicurean and tries to 
reconcile the Epicurean and the Stoic. This is because, although Hume indeed adopts the 
Epicurean way of explaining the origin of justice and the natural environment surrounding 
us, he simultaneously admits the holistic character of justice, to which the Stoic 
subscribes.
